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I REAL PARTY IM I MTERES T 



The real party in Interest Is Deem & Company to whom this applteatfo assigned 
by Appellants par the assignment docym^nt r^ear?ie^ in the United States Patent 
and Trademark Offfce on, at Reel/Frame: 014541/0806 on or about 9/22/2003. 
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RELATED APPEALS AND II^TiPlF£REMCES 

An Appeal Brief fdr Applidation No. 10/667,774 was filed on or about April 20, 
2010 and Is a pending appeal v^th ae appeal number fto be dstermlned)^ The 
presem Applteatlofi Ho. 10/667,851, filed 9/^2/2003, and Application Mo. 10/667,774. 
fil^d 9/22/2003, both claim |h6 benefit of the filing date Of U,^ Provlslpnal 
Appfleation 00/439,572, filed 1/ia^G03. and entitled INTSGRATEO FINAHOI/SiL 
PRQCESSINQ SYSTEM AND METHOD FOR FAOiLITATfNQ AN INeENTfVE 
PRDGIRAM. under 35 U,S.C. § 119 (e). As of the filing dale of this Appeal Bnef, 
there are no other related appeals and inteiterences other than noted above. 
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i^i SmTUS OF CLAiUS 
Giaims 1-33 are presently pending in the abova-identifi^d application, and 
fiaye been fmaily reacted. Claims 1» 11, 21, 25, land 27-33 were previously 
pf0sent0d< Claims 2-^10, 22-24, and 2:6 are ariglnal Claims 1-33 are the 

subjaet of this appeai. 

A copy of the appaaled cSaims Is sat forth ?n the attached €LAIIiS 
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IV. STATUS 0F AliEMDIiEI^TS 
The Amendment in reply Iq tlie Office Action, dated 11/16/2009^ has beers 0nt0r@d, 
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All paragraph nymbers referenoed below colrioida with those that appear next 
to the left rnairgin in the application, as fifed, in whteh the paragraph foliowirtg the ti^^^^ 
vras not CJDuntecl> 

Glairn 1 

In ^oeorclanc0 i^ith one embodiment, a rneth<><l, for facilitating an Inoantive 
program via an eieetronic 4ata processing system (E,g., p. 3 at para/ 18; FIG. 1A.), 
comprises foilowins: 

estabHstimg a library as a eampreherssive fist £>f avallabte mcentive programs, 
for agricultyraf input products targeted to producers of agricultural produots (E.g., p. 
2 at para. 7.), the library stored Jn a data storage device assodated with the data 
processing system (E,g,, p. 4 at para. 20,}; 

sefecting, by a partfcylar retaiter wth a retaH level of access to the data 
pro^ijessing system (E.g., p. 0 at para, 30 and p. 13 at para. 53.), the avayable 
[pceoti¥e programs from the library of incentive programs through the discretion ^ 
the particular r^taltef servfcing a partfoular producer based on retailer pref0rer>ces 
Gomprising a geographic r^lon that the retailer services, historic sales, and a 
supplfer relationship with orie or mor^ suppliers of the Incentive programs (E.g., p. 17 
at para. 72.), the rBtailer Save! of access being cSMerent from a prod uoer level of 
access to the data processfng system by the producers, the particular retaOer 
controiyng the fevel of access of the producers to the data processing system to 
support limiting accassibteJnforoiatlon to the produeers to the selecled avallabte 
Incentive programs (E,g,, p- 8 at para, 30 and 33, 13 at para: §3, and p. 13 at 
para, 72 and 73.); 

rec^ivfhg crop planning data of the particuSar producer at the data processing 
system \/ta an mtefface, the crop planning data cpmpnsing background data on the 
padrcular producer or the prodacer's operati^^^ (E.g., p. 14 at para. 60; FIG. 2, p. 23 
at p^ra. 07; pp. 23-24 at para^ 10O.}; 

searching the library or its selecled, avaliable Inceritjve progmms based upon 
the received crop planning data to select a tailored list of candidate ineerstlve 
prdgrams from the establfehed library of avarlabfe Incentive pmgrarns (E,g,, p. 2 at 
para. 7; p. 4 at para, 19; p, 13 at para. 53- p. 14 at para. S6.}; 

makmg rnformatton aGcessible on or1[mited to the avaHabie canclidate 
rncentive programs in the tailored list to the particular producer via the interface 
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(E.g., p. 2 at para, 7; p. 14 at para, 57.); 

supporting selection of a praferaotial one of the oandldate inceniva programs 
via the interface (E.g. , p. 2 at para. 7; 14 at para. 58:); gnd 

tmn^lerring the crop pianning data and Inaentive program data on thm 
prBiBmnilal onm from a program manager for the Incentive prograrria to a finainclaf 
scraehirtg |?rpcsass of a finaneia! scre^r^lng systeni of the data proc^salnp systerr^ 
:(E;g., pp. 3-4 at para, 18 and 19; FIC3. 1; p. 15 at para. 60; p. 20 at para. 83,) to 
reduce or eliminate diiplicative reentry of the baokgrounc! data appffeabie to the 
incer^five programs (E.g., p. 3 at para. 7 j and the financial screening process 
associated with fmancing of the products v^a electronic oommynioattons, where an 
application data capture module populates an application for the financial pnDduct 
based on the gathered baclcground data (E.g,, p. 11 at para. 44, p> 20 at para. 86, 
and p< 23 at para, 97,) 

Q\am 11 

Iri ^^cprdanoe with another ernbodimeot, a method, for faclHtatins an incentive 
program via an eiectronic data processing system (E.g,, p. 3 at para. 18; FIG. 1A,), 
comprises sl^e following: 

estabfishing a Hbrary as a oompreherisrve Hst of available inx^nt^ve programs, 
for agriculturai input products targeted to producers of agricultyral products (E,g. , p. 
2 at para. 7.), theJtbrary stored in a data storage device associated with the data 
processing system (Evg., p. 4 at para. 20;); 

selectmg, by a particular retailer with a retail level of access to the data 
processing system (E.g., p;8 at para. 30 and 13 at para. S3.)> the aval la bte 
incerttlve programs from the library of incentive prograois through the discretion of 
the partiouiar retailer servte^^^ a prodycer based on retaier preferences comprising 
a geographic nsgion that the ratail^^^^^ historic safes, and a suppiler 

relatbriship With one or more syppiiers of the moentlve programs (E.g., p, 17 at para. 
72>), the retailer tevei of access being different from a producer level of access to the 
data processing system by the producers, the particular retailer contro the level 
of access of the producers to the data processing system to support limiting 
aGcess&Je informaion to the producers to the selected ava^labte Incentive programs 
(Evg., p, 8 a! para. 30 and 33, p. 13 at para. 53, and p. 13 at para. 72 and 73.); 

gathering background data on at least one of the produoer and operations of 
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the producer ma an interface fbr communication to the data processing system (E.g., 
p/20 at para. 86 ); 

searching the library of available InQentive programs based upon the gathered 
baoks^und data on the particy iar prpciuc^r or the produs^r's operations to ^el?^^ a 
tailored list of avaiiabie Incentive programs from the established library (E.g.. p. 2 at 
para. 7; p; 4 at para. 19; p, 13 at para. 53; 14 at parav 56; p. 18 at para; 77: p. 21 
at para. 8?,); 

making informatbn aocesslble on or Hmited to the avaifabte inoent§ve 
programs in the tailored li$t to the prodycer via the irrterfec^ (E.g;* P- 2 at para. 7; p. 
14 at para. 57.): 

supporting selecyon of a preferential one of the available incentive prograrns 
via the interface (Eg., p. 2 at para. 7; p. 14 at para, 58,): and 

transferring the gathered baCvkg round data and seteoted incentive pro>grani 
data from a program manager for the incentive programs to a financial screening 
process of a tlnandaf soreening system of the data processing system (E.g., pp. 3-4 
at para, 16 and 19; flG. 1; p. 15 at para. 60; p. 20 at para. 83;) to reduce or 
eliminate duplicative reeritry of ttie background dataiBpplicable to the Irioentive 
progmms (E.g., p. 3 at para, 7,) and the tlnanoral screening prooess associated with 
financing the prpdycts via electronic <x)nimyhications, wher^ an application data 
capture module populates an appHcation for the financial product based on the 
gathered background data. (E.g., p, 11 at para. 44, p, 20 at para. 86, md p. ^3 at 
para. 97.) 

Claim 21 

In accordance with one embodiment a data processing system (E.g., p. 3 at 
para. 18; f lB. 1A.) fbrfacHltating an incenUve program comprises the foOowing: 

a program management module for establishing a WbfBty of availabla 
incentive pnqgrafns (E.g , p. 17 at para. 71; p. 2 at pa^. 7.) fer a producer and for 
gathering bad<ground data on at least one of the producers and operations of the 
producer, for agrioyftyraf input products targeted to producers of agriculturai 
prpduets CE:.g., p. 20 at para; Sg.), the fibrary stored in a data Jstd rage d^ 
assocfated with the data pfocesstng s^^stem (E,g., p. 4 at para. 20.), the available 
mcentive prograiTis setected, by a retailer with a retail leve! of access (Eg., p. 8 at 
para. 30 and p. 13 at para, 53.), from a comprehensive ^?st of incentive programs 
through the discretten of a partteuiar retayer servicing the producer based on retailer 
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pmfarencas comprising a geographic mgion that tha retaiter services, historic sales, 
or a supplter relationship with on@ or more suppliers of the incentive programs CE.g,, 
p. 17 at para, 72.), the retailer fevelof recess belrig dHfemnt from a pmducer level df 
access to the data processirig system by the producers, the particular mailer 
controiling the level of access of the producers to the data processing systern to 
^yppprt limitmg acces^lbfe mlbrmattori to the prodycers to the selected avai!abte 
incentive programs (E.g,, p. 8 at para. 30 and 33. p, 13 at para. 53, and p. 13 at 
para„ 72 and 73.): 

a search engine for searchmg the library of a^/aliabte incentive programs 
based uposi the gathered backgrGund data on the particular producer or the 
producer's operations to select a candidate Ifet of candidate Incentive programs Irom 
the library af ayallable Incentive programs (E.g, , p. 14 at para, 55-56; p, 2 at para, 7; 
p. 4 at para> 19; p. 13 at para> 53 ); 

a ^el^ctor for supporting selection of preferentiai one of the candidate 
incentive prc^rams for a finandarapplteation (E,g,, p, 19 at para, 80 J; and 

a transferring agent for transferring the gathered background ioforrnation and 
seiected prefefential mcentive program frort^ a program manager for the Ihcentiye 
programs to a finanoialscreening process of a financial screeninig system (E:g,, p, 6 
at para. 24.) of the data processing system to reduce or eSirhinate dupHcative reentry 
of the background data appHoabfe to the Incentive programs (E g. , p, 3 at para, 7,) 
and the finanGial screening prooess associated with financing the products, w an 
appycation data oapture modufe popy tales an application fer the flnandai product 
based on the gathered background data (E g., p. 11 at para. 44, p. 20 at para, 86, 
and p. 23 at para. 97 .). 



Appitcatian No. fOMSimi 

VI. QROUMOS QF REJEgTIOI^ TO BE R EVIEWED QM AfiFEA^ 
The grouncls of rejection to be reviewed ori appeal are whether: 

1 . ciatrns i-S, 7-8, 11-1 S, 17-19, 21-23 and 2S-3D ara pFoperly rejected based on 
3S y .S-C- § 103(a) as being unpatenfebte over U.S. Pub. No, 2001/0047007 A1 
("Bennett'') In view of U.S. Pub, No. 20Q;^di6340i A1 f 'Dines") and m further view of 
the pul?ilcatlqn of D. Aaker, V, Kumar, md G. Day, Maiiksting Research (Seventh 
Edition) C'Aaker*') and in further view of U.S, Pub. Ho. 2002/0077867 Al ("(Slttlns."); 
and 

2, dalms 6, 10, 16, 20, 24 and 31-33 is properly rejected based on 35 U.S.C. 
§ 103(a} as beins unpatentable oyer Bennett, Dines and Aaker ar^d further in view of 
omojal Notice. 
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Olgims 1«33 are pending in the application. Claims 1 , 1 1 /21V25 and 27-33 
were previously presented. Claims 2-10, 12-20, Bn4 22-24, and 26 are priglnai 
Cialms 1-33 am the sybj^ct of this appeaf. 

Commante on Examiner' Off ioe Action, dated 5/28/2010 
In the Office Action, dated 5/28/201 the Exarnmer malntalrred various 
seetioii 103 rejections of claims 1«5, 7-% 11-16, 17-19, 21-23 and 25*30 In view of 
Benoett, Dines, Aaker, and tSrftms for most claims, and in view of Banned, Dmes and 

Aaker with respect to claims 6, 10, 16, 20, 24 and 31-33. 

The Obviousness Rejectfons of Claims 1 and 11 Misinterpret the Bennett Reference. 

The above npn-ol^viDusnes^ rejection of cla^^ t and 11 mislnterpmts the 
Bennett reference in en atternpt to meet the clainis. A mrsinterpretaiion or 
misurtderstanding of a prior art reference is a harmful error v^/here it increases the 
MkelihoQcf that an inventor is erron^busiiy denied a patent on the grouiids of 
obviousness, h Re Ohapman, 595 F,3d 1330, 1339 (Fed, Clr. 2Q10), Accordingly, 
because of thf misMf>derstandihg or misinterpretation of the prior art, the Examiner 
falls to state a prima faae case of obyfousness and the daims gyalffy as p^^a^^^ 
See;e.g., ^^ Re Oetfker, 077 f 2d 1443, 1445 (Fed. Clr. WBI); in m GrabiaK IBB 
F.2d 729, 733, (Fed. Gir. 1985). 

Here, the Examiner rnisunderstands paragraphs 137, 143 and 154 of Bennett 
in particular, the Examiner aHeges that paragraphs 137/143 and 154 of Bennett 
disclose the ''newly added claim fimttat^ons related to access fevels for retailers and 
producers and wherein the retailer controls the levei of access for a producer thereby 
cjontroiling what snformation the producer has access to see and seiect from.*' (Office 
Action on p- 10.) However, the fcllowrng claim iimitations (referenced above by the 
Examiner) ^re hot disclosedin paragiBphs 137, 143 and 154 of Sennett: ^'selecting, 
by a pai^eyiar mtsll^r wltN a retail of a&eess to tha data pfocessmg 
system, the available incentive programs from the library of incentive prpgranris 
through the discretion of a particular retafier servicing a particylar producer based on 
retalfer preferences comprising a geographic region that the retailer services, historic 
sales, and a supplier relationship with one or more suppliers of the incentive 
programs, tfte retasler level of aocass feeiag ilifferent^m a i>rodyc0r ieveg of 
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mmm tQ ^§^:^^ by the prndueers, the partioy far retailer 

to sypport limitisig aecesslbte i?iformatrori to tiie produeem to the seleetecl 
avallal^te mc^nti^a progiam in cfaim 1 and claim 11 (Emphasis 

added). ''Access'" can be defined as "to gain or have access to; esp. , to retrieve data 
from; or add data to, a database:," for ©xampb. W0tster's Nbw Woriti Bicilomr/, 
Third College Ed. at p. 7. 

In contrast to ciatms 1 and 11, paragraph 13? of Bennett merely d^scbses a 
"seilir may request the setected loan and good of service Information from the 
buyer's profile for further consideration" and the 'teller may telephone the buyer, and 
whHe the buyer and the seller both are mteractmg to vrew the offer through the 
f nternet;!he seBer may convrnce the buyer to complete the deal with or withput 
mod^ficatton to the current ol^erfng by decreasmg the price, offenng a different loan, 
or offering a d^ffeg^nt or additionai good or servioe to the buyer." (Paragraph 137) 
Paragraph 137 does not teach, suggest or reference the clairned "retailer level of 
access" or "producer ievei of acce^sj' of a producer of agricultural prociycts, or 
retailer ooritroliing the level o^f access of the agnoultural prdducens to the eieptronic 
data processing system, v^Ncli are cialmed featyres of claims 1 and 11, 

|n contrast to ciaims 1 and 11, paragraph 143 qf Bennett merely disc^to^ 
activity of the Sender, rattier than the selfer or retaiter, as foHows: "Through online 
and/or telephonic infraction, at a block 1508, the affordafalfity-based web server 
assists the lender in convincing the buyer to conipfete the transection. This may 
involve adjustments by the tender to the financing offering, includmg, but not limited 
to, the tem"i, the Interest rate, the down payment, etc /The lender may simyar^y 
interact with a seller to convince the selfer to select the lender by, for example, 
offerinp tha seller an incentive possibly beyond those currently offered by other 
lenders for the tram^ in rssue. Such Jncentive may be a referrai fee or an 
increase in ti^e points paid for the selter's loan origsnatbn. The lender may also 
convince the buyer c>r seller by selecting and offering aftarnate finartdng options;, 
such as feasiog." Paragraph 143 does not teach, suggest or reference the dafmed 
'Yetailer level of access" or '^producer Sevef of access,'' of a producer of agncultura! 
products, or retailer controlling the level C5f access of the agncuitural producers to the 
etectronic data processing system, wh?ch are claimed features of ciatms 1 and 1 1, 

In contrast to claims 1 and 1 1 , paragraph 1 54 appears to be cumulative with 
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ihB ^mB refsrences to Bennett, where the '%ab server mtaracts with a buyer's, 
fender^s or seller's browser to cause the display of various information ragai'ding 
financa offerings so tfial an offermg may be selected or adjusted based on a 
oompanson of competing finanee offerings, for exampte, a lender ma^ fnteragt witli 
the atferdabp?ty-based web server to compar® the Joan offering that was 
aytomatlc^ilV generated Jender^s loan parameters with other Seiider-s ban 

dffenngs. In response, the lender may adjust, for example, its inferest rate to erttlee 
the buyer Into selecting its ban offering over that of its competitors, Ukev^i^lse^ the 
jend^r might adjust the |K5int aS!ooa^^^ a seller into selecling 

the Sender's loan offering over other lender*s ollarir^gs.*' Paragraph 154 does not 
teach, suggest or reference the claimed "retaifer le¥ei of aGcess'" or "producer iavef 
of access/' of a producer of agriculturarproduct^ or retarier controymg the level of 
access of the agricultoraj producers to the etectronio data prooessmg system, whioh 
are claimed featuiBs of claims 1 and 1 1 . 

For th^ feregoing rea^ns related to misunderstanding the Sennett reference, 
AppHcanfs respeotfully request reversal of the above rejectfons of ciairns 1 and 11. 
Claims 2*10, 27, 28 and 31 depend on Qlalm 1 and are pat^ntablp for at leastslrnilar 
reasons to dalm i , Claims 1 2-20, 29, and 32 depend on claim 1 1 and are 
patentable for at least similar masons to claim 11. 

The Obviousness Rejections of Clainis 1 and 1 1 Use Ap pjicanfs Claims as a 
Template to Sefao tand Contrive a Conibjnatjon of Elements frarn Multjple 
References with improper Hrndstoht. 

HmdsightJs to be avoided in invalidating claims based on obviousness 
aftegatbns/See, e:g., /n m Kahn, 441 F,3d 977, 986 (Fed. Cin 2906); Qraham K 
Johfi pBBm €o., 383 ll.S, 1 , 36 (1 966). ''Itm impermissible , howm^er, simpiy :to 
engage in a hindsight reoonstrucfJon of the cfa^ Invention, using the applioant's 
atructure as a femplate and selecting efer^ frorn references to fill the gap$. 
intBfr^nfmat PiannmgC^^ Fe//, 774 F,2d 1132 (Fed. Clf; 1985)," 

A teaehing, motivation or suggestion to combine the reference^ may be used 
to guard agaMst jnappropriate use of hlndsliht in evalyallon of the olaims. See, e.g. , 
In Re Garmaa, 933 F.2d §82, 9S6-987 (Fed, Cin 1991); HSR fntematianai Co. 
Teiemx ina, 550 U.S, 398. 421 fS. Ct 2007). ^men, It will be necessary for a court 
to look toJnterrelated teachings of multiple patents; the affects of demands known to 
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the design community or present in the marketplace; and the background knowledge 
possessed by a person havmg ordinary skJfl In the art, al^ in order to determine 
wliefeer tfiera was: an apparent reason to combme the knoyy^n elements m th^ 
fashion dairned by the patent at issue. To facilitate review, this analysis should be 
made expHdt" See la m /<a/?n, 441 F.3d 977, 988 (C^ Fed. 2006} (lR]@|ections ori 
obviousness grqy rids cannot be sustained by mere conciusory statements: instead, 
there must be some artteylated reasoning with some rational underpinning to support 
the i^al Gonoluslon of ^obviousness," KSR fntem^tionai Co. v. T0i0fi0x Ina , 5S0 y .S. 
398, 418 (S. Ct 2007). Here, there needs to be an articyfated reason and rational 
underpinning to combine each of the four oited mferences cited as part of the 
obviousness reiectbn, consistent w^th due process requirements. 

*1n order to refy on a reference as a baste for rejectbn of the applteanf s 
invention, the reference rny st either be1n the field of the appifcant's endeavor or, if 
not, then be reasonably pertinent to the particular problern with which the Inventor 
was oonoferned. See /^ re Demimki, 796 F.ad 436, 442, 230 USPQ 313, 315 (Fed. 
CIr. 1086). Patent exarnination Js neoessadi^ by hlndsighi y^itb complete 

knowiedge of the applicant's invention, and the courts have recognized the 
subjective a$pepts <^^ whether an mventor wdu^d raasooably be 

mDlivated to go to the field in which the eKaminer found the reference, in order to 
solve the problem confronting the inventor. We have reminded oursefves and the 
PTO that it is neGessary to consider 'Ihe reality of the olrcumstanoes'*, in rB Wood, 
599 FM 1032, 1036. 202 USPQ 171, 174 (CCPA 1979) - In other words, common 
sense — In deciding in which fields a person of ordsnary skiO wou^ reasonably be 
expeoted to iook for a soiutlon to the probfem facing the inventor/* in Re Oetiker, 977 
Fv2d 1443, 1447 (Fed. Gir 1992.) 

Here, the Ejcamin^r appears to argue that Gittins provides the mottvatlori to 
oomfeine Gittins with Bennett, Pinas, and Aaker. 'The motivation wpuld be that 
GlUlns provides anotier selection cnteria which focuses on the supplier reiationshsps 
and deveiopiog business relationships amongst suppliem in consideration of 
incentive and program sefectfofi eriteoa." (Office Action at p. 6.) However, Gittins 
fails to provide suffident motivation to cornbl^ the referenoes, Gittins is in an 
unrelated tachnicaf field of an automated claims fyifiHment system for processing 
insurance clajms for msurers (E.g., Para. 2, 14, and 337), as opposed to a method 
for providing an jnceritive program via an eiectronlc d^la processing system for 
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producers of agricultural prGducts (e.g., farmers) to fadiitate financing of agnouteral 
input products (e.g,, machmery (such as tractors mariufactured by the assignee of 
the present patent appilcatbn), seed, and cherniGals) as disctosed in olarms 1 and 
11. Accordingly, one of orx:linary skilf m the art of developing software, sys^ms or 
method for financing the sale of agncultyra inputs to agriculturai prcn^Jueers vvDuSd 
not masonably look to Oittins irisuranoe system, which weighs in favor of the 
patsntpbilfly of olalms 1 and 1 1 , 

E5caminer*s atleged Justification for eombining Aaker with the other references 
is stated as fofiaws: *The motivation vvould be that Aaker descril^^B basic markMng 
prirtdpei which are ernpioyed in various areas of byBln^ssJ' {OWice Action at p. 5) 
However, Aaker is foGused on non-analogous prbr art of an organizatbnal database 
for industnal buyers (p. 683) in a marketing publication that would Hkely not be 
Gonsulted by one of ordinary skill In art of developing software, systems or a related 
method for financing the sale of agricultural inputs to agrioyftyrai producers, wsth 
respect to o^a^ms 1 and 1 1. 

Aaker provides no technical teaching of hc^ to cornhine the DrganizatiDnal 
database for industrial buyers wSth a separate systern for faqilitatmg inanoing of the 
agriaultura^ inpM products to pro<luc@rs of a products to rneet d^lrn 1 or 

claim 11. Additional prior art references would be required to teach the technical 
modiflcatlGns necessary to oombihe the Aaker database with the method dlsdSosed 
In claims 1 and 11. 

Further, the Examfner's motivation for oombming Aaker with the other 
references merely restates Aaker's subject matter in general temis without providmg 
any convincing reason or reference to specific ianguage within Aaker that teaches 
combining Aaker with an on-Sine purchasmg system of Bennett or any Dines method 
of forming a loan agreement. Therefore, the Exarniner's motivation ^f^ 
Aakeris nothing more than a cdnciysory statement without articulated reasoning, 
which is incph^S^tent w^g^^^ ca$e law, KSR fnlBmationai Co^ v. T^te/fex Ini?., 

5S0 U.S. 398/418 (S. Ct. 2007). For the foregoing reasons related to improper 
Of hindsight and Inadequate reasons for cornblhirig the references, Applicants 
ressD^ectfu jly request reversal of the above rejections of 1 and 11. Gia^ms 2-10, 
27, 28 and 31 depend on claim 1 arid are patentable for at least similar reasons to 
claim 1 . Claims 1 2-20, 29, and 32 depend on cfafm l t arvd are patentable for at 
least similar reasons to cteioi 11. 
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Section 1 03 Rejectipns 
Claims 1-5, 7-^9, 11-15, 17-19, 21-23 and 25-30 warn re|eoted under 36 
§ 103(a) as I>ein0 unpsSentabte over U.S. Pub. No. 2001/0047307 A1 
("Bennfetf ) In view of U.S, Pub, Mo. 2003/0163401 Ai f Dinas'-) and Jn furthar view of 
the pyblloation of D. A^ker, V. Kumar, and B. Day, Marketing Research (Seventli 
Edition) fV^ker) and in ftirther view <rf US. Pub. No, 2902/0077867 AI (^'Gittms.") 
Jhm r^ectlon shbuid be reye?^ed for the fellpwpg reason 

Bennett 

Bennett discloses an on-^ine purohasing system that supports buyer 
affordabiiity soreening, |Abstract.) BennaH: sefects buyers to whom Incentives are 
distribyted (e.g., via e-mal!). (Bennett at paragraphs 146 and 151.) Bennett af^o 
selects loan offerings for a given good or service sefected by a byyer. (Bennett at 
paragraphs 38 and 152.) Jh0 "affordabititf -based web server may identify an 
addffiorsal and syperior loan offering or good pricing that may convince the buyer to 
complete the transaction.'* (Sennett aiparagrapH 146.) Bennett diseases thM the 
'lender rnay Mieritifybuyeis ynderlying tran^aoO^^ 

have shown interest in/the goods, services or financing of the fender or seller:" 
(Bennett at paragraph 148,) Bennett references the ''personal credit history' of the 
buyer (Benr^elt at paragraph 105) and 'loan history'' of loans within the lander's 
portfoyo. (ESannett at paragraph 96-) 

Dines 

Dines discloses a method for forming a loan agreement where the lender 
cdntraoluasty shams m the proceeds f roin a future sale of cprnmodity. (Dines, 
Abstract arscl claim 1 .) In Dines the lender shares in the growef $ risk based on the 
price ieveS of the commodity, for example. (Dines at paragraph 63.) The tender may 
provide a lower interest rate to the grpwef in exchange for the abiii^ to share 
benefits when the maflcet price of a commodity grown by the grower is high. (Qinas, 
paragraphs 62 and 63.) 

Aaker 

Aakar dlsolpses that 'the system combines a database fijli of inlormatioo 
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about customers' buying JiabMs with analytical software that among other things, 
gives buyers answers to k^y ma rtatmg questions: whSoh prodycts and opbrs sold 
best, which vendors were most prafitabtei which time of the year was bast for selling 
partbular ferns, Hke sneakers." (Aaker at page 691 .) Aaker references "a database 
should afempt to create relevant organization ciata for Ifidyste^lal feyyers 
perhaps information about the area of the organlzation*e economic or social 
locatron..,'^ (Aaker at page 693), Aaker discioses that "a database should attempt to 
create recenc^reqiienc^/rnoneta by date, dollar ahioUnts 

(cumulative) of pyj^hase, and product (lines) parc^ased/- (^ker at page 693.) 

Gittins 

Gitt^ns discloses an automated claims fu^fiHment system for insurers that 
appears to he geared toward automobiie insurers and collision auto repair shops that 
do husmess with the automobiie insurer. (E:g., Paragraphs % 14, and 337.) **As auto- 
repair shops, suppOers 16 migM bfd, Ibrexanipte, for a sifee of the volume within a 
particyfer rnetropoiitan area," (Paragraph 337.) "Gfalrn^ fulfillrnent systern 18 
receives bids frorn multiple suppiler^ IS (for example, within a metropoiitan area for 
aytd-repair), compares bids and then works put the best combins^tion of bids (whioh 
may be a oornblnaioB of price, capadty, geography, service ato). As an exampte, a 
system administrator may be able to setecl how the best combination shoyld be 
determinecl. Alternatively, for example, claims fuffiOment system 18 might 
automatloayy determine the best combination in acGordanoe with programmed 
Instructions, without aitowing a system administrator to make any type of decision or 
selection." (Paragraph 339.) 

BrmHarly, some err^bodiments of the present invention, for exampfe, claims 
fulfiHment system 18 might automatioatiy assign the oiaim to one of the suppliers 
(i.e., repair shops) 16 with whom guaranteed future volume has been allocated 
withm a partlcylar rnetropolitan area, Alternatiyeiy, for example, claims futfiPmeht 
sysiem 18 might simpiy present a Rst of appitjyed suppliers to claimant 14 (see FIG. 
1.), where the approved suppliers are those that won bids for future claims ftiN^ 
volume. Claimant 14 coufd then sefect a suppfler from the fist " (Paragraph 370.) 
''Claimant 14 may be allowed to select a supplier from the list, or to select a different 
supplier not on the list, such an embodiment, claimant 14 might be pro\/ided wiih 
inoentives to select: a supplier from the list," (Paragraph 370.) 
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The aljgg g d Gprnb refer^noe^ iack$ s^v^rai olaimad featums In 

E^^^ jf Bennett, Dines, Aaker, and GMns could be combined, the aliegad 
combination of Bennett, Dines, Aaker, and Gittlns would not meet claim 1, daim 11, 
or claim 21 , In partfeular, the alleges^ oomNnation of Bennett, pin^s^ Aaker, arid 
GIttins lacks: ''sel^ingj by a partleular retailer witti a re^tl lev^^l ofmccBm to th^ 
data pme^ssitig s^terrsy the avaiiabJe incentive programs from the Hbrary of 
incentive programs through tfie discretion of a particular retayer sen/idng a partteular 
producer based on retailer preferaoces compnsing a geographic region that the 
retalter services, historic sales, and a supplier reN^ with one or more suppliers 

of the incentive programs. tN# miail^^^^ of aeeass basing dlfl@rem#0m a 
prodye^r le¥ei of acd^ss to #ie data pms^s^ing system by the prociiioemj ^0 
partlciiEar retailer contmlllrig tlid Isvei of ^cc^ss of tli# |i^ociy$ers to the daM 
pfDces^iing si^stem to sypport llmitliig aceesslfele Information to the prodycers 
to the s#teot0ci availaM^ irte^ritiive programsi*Vas se^ In cteirn 1 and clairri 11 
(Emphasis added). Similarly, claim 21 caife for available incentive programs 
satected, l^y a retailer with m r^ml level of access, from a comprelienssve list of 
incentive programs through the discretion of a particular retailer servfcing the 
produGer based on retayer preferences comprising a geographic region that the 
retarler sen/^ces^ lifstoric sates, or a supplier relationship wth one or more suppliers 
of the incentive programs^ the retailer level of aceess foaieg different from a 
prodiioer level of aoc^ss to the data processing syst0r?i by th@ pro€lu0ers, the 
paitloiilar retailor coritfollmg tli€& l^^^^l of access ©f tft§ prociucsfs to tli^ data 
prot^esslrsg system to support iimiSpg accesslfeie iaformatlofi to tfi@ prodycers 
to tlia s@tect^cl avallablo inoonfive prograifisv* (Emphasis Added.) 

The Otice Actten acknowledges that "neither Bennett opr Dines dIsoSose 
sefecting inoenth^e programs based on retailer preferences comprising a geographic 
region that the retailer services, historlo, sales and e syppfier reiationsHlp with one 
or more sopplfers of the Incentive progfams.'' (Office Actfon at p. 5.) 

Aaker does not make up for the above noted deficiency in Bennett and Dines. 
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Aaker merely disdoses information for mdustna! buyers, as opposed to the seieatbn 
of available incentive pmgrams based on r^Mlfer dmcration, as noted above. In 
particuiar, Aakjar cSlsdpses that 'Ihe s^stern comblr^^ a database full of infefmation 
about cystDrriers' buying habits with analytical software that, amorig otlier things, 
gives bu^^^rs answers to prodycts and colors solcJ 

best wNoh vendors were most profitabie, whicli time of the year was best for selimg 
particular items, like sneakeiB:" (Aaker at page 691) Aa^r n©ferBnees dstsbase 
should attg^mpt to create ... relevant organlzatSoii data for mdystrlal fey^em 
perhaps infbrniatroh about the area of the organkatlon's eoonomid or social 
lacatioo. (AaNer at page 693). Aaker discloses that "a database should attempt to 
create recency/ltequenc^monetary transaction hi by data, dollar amounts 
(€umylal^ve) of purchase, and product (ynes) pyrchased/' (Aaker at page 693,) 
A^km provides no technicai detaife or^ how its database for industnal buyers couid 
be combined with the on-line sales system of Bennett or the lending method of Dines 
to meet the claim s. 

The Office Actton cites Gittlns in an attempt to make up for the above noted 
deficiencies /m the alfeged eomblnation of Bennett, Dines, and Aaker< Howevar, 
Glttins has sig^^ respecttothe oSalm language of claims 1, 11 

and 21 

First, Gitt^ns, alone or in comblnatfen, does not select ''available incentive 
programs from the Srbrary'' that are available through the retalter as recMed in oialm 1, 
11, and 2i instead of selecting meantime programs, Gittlns merely disotoses the 
sefection of one or more supplfers. GIttins aOows the insurer to favor the selection of 
suppliers that offer discounts in exchange for volume of auto repair work. Although 
GitSns relfer^nces^ ihoentivas, it is not in context of the insurer selecting avallabte 
incentive programs from a list» but rather ''daimant 14 might b^ prov^<^^<J witi 
Incentives to select a supplier from the list," (Paragraph 370.) Here, the insurer in 
Gittins appear^ to have a financial Interest in the insured seiecUng a: syppHf r 
consistent with the Lnsurer meeting "the voiume guaranteed to syppNers." 
(Paragraph 370.) 

Second, the Glttins dalm fuifiifment system does not mention or disclose the 
provision of different levels of access of the data processing system , such as the 
cfa?med retailer level of access and the producer leve! of access, as set forth m 
claims 1, 11 and 21; "In some embodiments of the present inventlan, for example, 
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claimant 14 may be allawed to select a supplier from the list or to select a different 
supplier not on the list." (Paragrapli 370.) AecordingJy, in some smbodlments, Gittrns 
appears to feach away from the claims by suggi$ting that the insurer and the 
cuslomer have the same lev^e! of access with respect to listed and unHsted suppiiers- 
Afthoygh Bennett selects foyyers to whom mceiiitives are distriljuted via e^may 
(Benr^ett at Paragraphs 61), claims 1, 11 and 21 calf for a producer level of 
access directly to the date processing system. 

Third, in onie emfeodlment df Gittins, the ''claim? ftilfiliMent system 18 might 
autornaticaHy assign the oiaim to one of f^a suppliers (i.e. , repair shops) 1 6 with 
whom guaranteed future volume has been allocated within a partrouter metropoJitan 
area/' (Paragraph 370.) Here, Gittins appears to depnva the customer of any further 
setection, contrary to claims 1, 11, and 21 that pro\/rde for ''supporting sslectbo of a 
preferential one of the candidate incentive programs via the interface/' 

The above noted diffefences between the dato ianguase (of ciaims 1 , 11 or 
21) and the alfeged combination favors a finding of nohobviousness under the 
analysis of Qmham y. John peere Co. , 383 US. 1 (196i)> The section 103 rejection 
does notmeet claims 1, 11, and 21 because the aiteged combinalron lacks at least 
the al^oye noted claimed features. 

The Offf^ Action's sedNon 1 03 mjeottpn Is based ori selectively picking 
cartafn leaaires from different rel^rencas and cobbling together those selected 
features from four different refemncas a contrived way with the benefit of improper 
hindsight In an atlempi to meet the claims, as explained above m more detail w^th 
respect to claims 1 and 11. The claim in the patent document under analysis may not 
be used m hmdslghtto show the obvfeysnes^ indiv^uaf elements 

saiected from different references. See, e.g;, PenteCr Jm. v. Gmphm Conimis Corp,, 
776 f M 309 (Fed. Cir 1 SSS). 

For the foregoing reasons, the alieged combination of Bennett, Dines, Aaker 
and GMm does not meet claim 1. claim 11, or claim 21 and the claims are 
nonobvious. Claims 2-10, 27, 28 ahd 31 depend on claim 1 and are patentable for at 
ieast simtar reasons to ofaim 1 . Claims 12-2Q, 29, and 32 depend on cSaim 1 1 and 
are patentable for at least simHar reasons to claim 11. Glalms 22-26, 30 and 33 
depend upon claim 21 and are patsntabte for at ieast similar reasons to claim 21. 
Applfeants respectfully request reversal of the seotfon 103 re|ection of the above 
claims. 
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The alfeci^d comblnaMon lacks several claimed fsatyres in claim 1, 1 1 and 21 with 
respect to the transfem^^ orm planning data or iec^ntive program data from a 
program manager to financial screening process as noted betew. 

Even if it were possible to eombine Bennett, Dines, Aaker. and Gsttlns the 
alleged combmatron of Bennett, Dines and ^^ker woylci not meet ciairn 1,11 or 21. 

With respect to claim 1 , the altered combinafioh lack^ at least the features of 
"tranaferring tie crop planning data and mcentive program data on the preferantiai 
one from a program manager for the incentive programs to a financial screening 
process of a flnanclai screening system of the data processing system to reduce or 
ai^minata dupHcativB reentry of the baokground data applicable to the incentive 
programs and the f^nancia! aoi^enlng process ffrtandng of the 

products v^a electronic communications, where an appiicatbn data eapture moduie 
populates an application for t prdduct based on the gatherecl backgroynd 

data/* 

Similarly, claim 11 recites ''transfernng the sathemd backgr date and 
selected incentSve program data from a program manager for the incentive programs 
to a fmancsa! screening process of a financial screening system of the data 
processing system to reduce or eymmate duplicative reentry of the baekground data 
applicable to the Incentive programs and the f^nandal screening process associated 
with financing the products vm electronic common^cations, where an appycation data 
capture module populates an application for the financial product based on the 
gathered background data." 

Similariy, claim 21 caHs for Ifansfernng the gathered bacN:gFOund Inforroafton 
and selected preferential incantlva program trom a program manager for ttie 
mcentivs programs to a financial screening process of a financial screening system 
of the data processing syst^ or eliminate dupMoatiye reentry of the 

background data applfeabte to the Incentive programs and the financi^ screening 
process associated with financing the products, where an application data capture 
moduie popuiates an applicatfen for the financial prodoct based on the gathered 
background data.'' 

Neither Bennett, nor Dines, nor Aaker, nor Gitlins, atone, or in oombmalion, 
disciose transferring th^ crop plaoolng data (or background <iaia) and incentive 
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program data on the preferential program to a finandal screening process, as recited 
In claims 1 . 11 , or 21 . The Office Action aGknowfedges that ''Bennett does not 
dtectose receiving arop planning or background ciata of a partlcii^te^ producer 
and wherein the crop planning ^ata is sent along with tha Inventor program 
a Sriaiicial screenl^^^^ (Office Action at p. Emphasis Addad.) 

With respect to claims 1 1 and 21 . the Office Actjon efToneously states that 
"B&nnett dBcisses wfiere inforrnatbnal aata^ a^^^^ th^ tFansaGtiGn may be 

seWt witli tfi^ irsdj^nt^^ data for fiiiarsqlaisem (p^ragfaph 127),./' 

(Office Actbn at p. 4, Emphasis Added.) The Office Actton misdharaoterizes 
Paragraph 127 of Bennett because Sennett does not refer to any 'Incentive prograni 
data'* in Paragraph 127 and even the transmfesfon of good or service data to a 
tender is optionaL Instead, Bennett marely references that: {1} "in block 1150, loan 
appHcat?Gn$ are delivered to ail appycable integrated lenders that operate 
independently" and (2) 'the Infomiation provided to the applicable tenders that 
operate independenlly may pr may not contam any ^nformatfoo pertaining to any 
salactbn of poodCs) and/or aei^ice(s) parfdrmed in the block 1 110.-' (Paragraph 127.) 

Dines does not address the above dellcSenoles of Bennett. The Office Action 
vaguely clfess five pag^s 6f Dines for th0 proposition of 'Wering of incentives and 
loans for apnouitural related transactions.*' (Office Action at p. 5) However, the 
OfRoe Actioii mischaracterizes or confuses the significance of Dines and does not 
cjuote any partlcuiar ianguage that supports tbe foregoing rnisinterpretatbn of Dinesi 
Dines neither discloses mcentlve programs for agricultural Input products, nor 
shanng background data for both the incentive program and finanGial screening. 
Rather, D^nes djsctoses a method for forming a ban agreement where the tender 
contractually shares in the proceeds from a future sale of commodity. (Dines, 
Abstract and claim 1,) \n D^nes the lender shares In the grp^f s risk based on the 
price le^al of the commodity, for example. (Dines at paragraph 63.) The lander may 
provide a lower Interest rate to the grower m exchange for the ability to share 
benetlts when the market pric^ of a commodity gro^A^n by the grower is high, (pines, 
paragraphs 62 and 634 

Th0 above diSerences between the claims and the pdof art favor a finding of 
obviousness under the analysis of Gm^am John 0ee/^ Co., 383 U.S, 1 (1S60). 
The alteged Gdmblnatbn of Bennett, Otnes, Aakef, and CSitlins reHes upon the 
contnved selection of features from tour different references that were not designed 
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or even contemplated to work together. Further, the Office Action, selectively 
combines features of the myilipfe referenoes with the improper use of hindsight and 
with misihterpretatipn of the plain meaning of the mfe 

For the above raa sons, Applicants respectfuOy reqiiast the reversar of the 
section 1D3 re|ections of ciaims 1, 11, and 21. 

QIajms 2-10, 27, 2S, ansi 31 depend on claim 1 and are i^atentaWa fer M iaa^^ 
simliar reasons to claim 1 . Claims 1 2-20, 29, and 32 depend on claim 1 1 and are 
patentable for at least sirriliaf reason 11. Applicahts re^pectfiiH^ recfM^st 

the reversal of the sectio n 1 03 rejection of the above o! aim$ , Claims 22-26 , 30 and 
33 depend on claim 21 and are patentable for at least simitar reasons to claim 21. 

Addltlonaj Rejectrons Under Section 1Q3 

Claims 6, 10, 16, 20, 24 and 31-^33 were rejected under 35 U,S.G. § 103(a) as 
besng unpatentabje over Banna tt. Dines and Aaker and furtlier \n view of Offioiaf 
Notice, This re|eeiron should be reversed for the foHowing reasons. 

The alleged combination of ^nnett. Dines and Aaker fall to meat 
Independent claims 1, 11, and 21 for at feast reasons similar to ttiose more fujly set 
forth above ih <^r^y notion with th^^ discussion of the rejedtbn based oh Bennett, 
Dines, Aaker and Gitins. The OffioiaS Nottqe (e.^., Office Action on pp, 8-10) mem^y 
relates to cerMin features of speciffc dependent claims that depend upon claims 1 , 
11 and 21, and, hence, cannot cure the above noted defiofenctesln cialms 1, 11 and 
21 . Appfcants respectfuyy requests reversal of the above reieotion of cialms 6, 10, 
16, 24, and 31-33. which depend upon independent claim 1,11 or 21. 

For the foregoing reasons, Appeyants respectfuHy requests the reversal of the 
35 U,S.G. 103 reieotion of elaioi 19. SMlarly, the Appellants respectfuify requests 
the ravemal of the 35 U .S. C, 1 03 mieo^^n of piaims 20-22, because dairris 20-22 
depend upon claim 19 and are patentabte for at feast slmyar reasons to cfaiirs 19. 

For the foragof ng reasons Appeliants submrtthat the rejection of the all 
pendsng cteims was in error and shduid be reversed. 
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y&line, IL 61265 
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Vlli^ CLAIMS APPEMDIK 

1 (previously presented). A method for facilitating an indehtive program via asl 
eiectrpnio data; processing system, tfie method comprising the steps of: 

estabiishing a library as a comprehensive list of available incentive programs, 
for airlfcultural mput products targeted to producers of agric^liural procfucts, th0 
library storecl In a data storage ^^d^^^ associated with the data processir^g system; 

selecting, by a particular retailer with a retail level of ^coes$ to the data 
pro^ssing system, the avayabie incentive programs Ik^m the library of incentive 
progfams: through the discretion of the partteular retailer servicing a partteular 
producer based on retailer preferences comprising a geograpliic region that the 
retailer services, historic sates, and a suppyar relationship with one or more suppHers 
of the inGentive programs, the retailer level of aooess being different from a produoer 
level of access to the data proeessmg system by the producers, the particular retalter 
controilmg the level of access of the producers to the data processing system to 
support limiting accessible iriforrnation to the prpduo^ the selected ^valfable 
Incentive programs; 

rec^Sflving crop planning data of the particular producer at the data processing 
system via an interface, the crop planning data comprising background data on the 
particyiar producer or the producer's operations; 

searchmg the SIbrary or its selecled, avayable incentive programs based upon 
the received crop planning data to seteot a taHored Ifet of candidate mcentiva 
programs from the established library of available incentive programs; 

making information accessible on or limited to the available candidate 
Incentive programsin the tailored list to the partico^ar producer via the interface; 

supporting selection of a preferential one of the candidate incentive pTOgfams 
via the interface: and 

transferririg the crop piannfng data and incentive program data on the 
preferentiai one fmm a prograrh manager for the ioeentive programs to a financial 
screening process of a finanoiaf screening system of the data processing system to 
reduce or f^liminate duplicative reentry of the background data appiicabie to the 
Incentive programs and the frnancial screening process associated with finaodog of 
the products via electronic communications, v^here an application data captyre 
modyle populates an applicatton for the financial prodiict based on the gathered 
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baokgrDuncI data. 

2 (original) . The method according to claim 1 wherem each one of the avaNabie 
incantrve programs Is selects froro the group of programs consisting of a financing 
pr0gmm,^d equipmant flnandilg pnogram, a promotional program, a ^ales di^dunt 
program, a rebate program, a purcliasing program, a l#asiiig program, and a 
trarisactionar program associated will a transaction In an agncyltural input proclyot, 

3 (original). The method aooordlng fe daim 1 wherein the crop planning data 
composes one or more of the fdiowing: a crop plan, backgroynd producer data, 
demographte data, a list of applfeable agmnomic mputs and corresponding 
quantities, a Hst of agrbuftyrsrinpul products and correspon quantffies, a 
chernicaS tfBatrnent plan or regimen, a growing practices plan or regrmeny a seed 
identifier, a seed quantity, and rnseotscide identifier/ an insecticide quantity, a 
pesticide identifier, a pesticMe quantity, a funglCfda Identlffer, a fungidde quantity, a 
fertiiiE^r identifigrj arid a fertilizer quantity, 

4 (originai). The method acoordtog to daSm 1 further coniprlsihg providing financing 
for a monetary diffarenca between a funded amount of the prefera^ntlal Ihcentive^ 
program and a total reqursite amount of a crop plm for a particular producer for a 

partioular growing season. 

5 (ongfnal). The method acGording to cfa?m 1 wherein the searching further 
comprises: 

searching for a match of program identifiers between crop planning data and 
program data of the avaiiable incentive program to identify candidate incentive 
programs. 

6 (original). The method according to claim 1 wherein the searching furlher 
compHses transiatmg the crop plannmg data having at feast a bmM name Into a 
generic name for comparison to program data assodated with corresponding 

available incentive programs. 

7 (original). The method according to clairri 1 wherein making Information aocessibte 
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comprises electron icaily sending data to the particular produeer via a 
Gommunicattons network. 

8 {onginal). Tlie metiod aoo0ix!ing to olasm 1 where making Information accessifcte 
cdmprrs^s prdvidtng the prdduder with access to spacifications df the candidate 
meentiye programs through a retalter interface. 

9 (orlginai). The method aocprcfing jte) ciaim 1 wherein the prelerentia! otm of th§ 
available programs is assodafed with one or more eorr^pondtog financial products 
for which a financial application is efectronicaliy accessible. 

10 (origin aO« The method according to claim 1 wherein the transfernng eomprisas 
formatting at feast one of the crop planning data and the inqentiva program data mto 
an standard fife format capable of interpretation by the financial sereeninf process. 

11 (previously presented), A method for facilitating an mcentlye program via an 
electronic data processing system, the method comprising the steps of: 

establishing a fibrary as a corhprehensf^^ list of avatiafele mcentlve programs, 
for agricu^tura! ^npyt products targeted to producers of agriGuitural products, the 
library stored In a data storage device associated with the data prDcessing system; 

satecting, by a partteufar retainer with a retail tevel of access to the data 
processing system, the available meentive programs from the library of mcentfve 
programs through the discretion of the particular retailer servicing a producer based 
on retaifer preferences comprming a geographic region that the retailer services, 
historic satem, and a suppSier reiationship with one of more suppyers of the incentive 
programs- the retailer level of access being different from a producer feyei of access 
to the data processmg system by the producers^ the partfcular retailer controiyr^g the 
ievei of access of the producefs to the data processing system to support Hmiting 
accessible Inltormation to the producers to the seiected availibfe incentive prc^rams; 

gathering background data on at Jeast one of the producer and operations of 
the producer via an interface for cdmmunfeatbn to the daita processfng system; 

searching the library of availabte mcentiva programs based upon the gathered 
background data on the particular producer or the producer's operations to setect a 
laitored list of available incentive programs from the estabyshed ybrary; 
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mmmg information accessibte on or limited to the avallabte mcentive 
programs in the ta^loiBd ilst to the producer via the interface; 

supportrng aeteotion of a preferential one of tfie avallgbte Incentive pmgrams 
via the irtterfa^:^; and 

transferring the gathered background data and selected ina^ntiVe program 
data frorn a prc^ram manager for the inoentlveprograrn? to a financial screenmg 
process of a flnar^clal screening system of the data processing system to reduce or 
eliminate duplicaiive reentry of the baokgrouhd data appilcafele to the incentive 
pragrama ind tHe finand screening prooess associated ^ith f hand ng the produots 
via efectronte communbattens, where an appfcatfon data capture module populates 
an application for the finanelaf prodyct ba^ed on the gathered background data. 

12 (ongmal). The method according to claim 1 1 wherein each one of th^e svaHabfe 
incentive programs Is aetected frorn Hie group of programs consisting of a flnanang 
program^ an equipment tlnaodng program, a promotsonal program, a sales discount 
program, a rebate program, a purchasing program, a ieasing prograrn, and a 
fran^actioriaf program associated a transaction In m airieultyral Input pfoduot. 

13 (ongiria]}> THe method according to Plairn 1 1 wherein the backgrqund data 
comprises one or more of the foliowing: feackground producer data, demographic 
datav^hforfTiation on the producer or the prodycers operations, historieaf information 
on the producefs purcliase of agricultural input prodocts, biographical data on the 
producer demographledata on the producer, historteal financial informatton on the 
producer, and a transacttonal history of the producer with respect to agrlciiltural 
equipment, 

14 (onglnaS)< The rnethod according to claim 1 1 further comprising providing 
financing for a monetary difference between a funded amount of the preferential 
fncehtive prograrti aiid a total reqy i^ite aoipunt of a crop pian fer a particular 
producer for a particylar growing season. 

15 (original) The rnethod adoording to ciairn 11 wherein the searching furttier 
comprises: 

searching for a match of pmg ram identifiers between background data and 
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p^rogram data of the availabte inoeolive program to identify cand incentive 
prog rams > 

16 (original). The method according to claim 1 1 wherein the se^rxsli^ng further 
comprises trarislatmg^ data having at least a brarid name into a 
penenc nartie for cortiparison to progr^rn data assbeiated with correspor^jdifig 
available incentive programs: 

17 (original). The method according to claim 1 1 wherein making informatfen 
acoessible oomprises electronlcay to the particular producer via a 

communioatbns network. 

18 (onglnai). The method accorcimg to claim 11 where making infornfiatton 
aocesstbte comprises prov^dir>g thf producer w^th acoes^ to specificattons of the 
oandidate ipcentfve prpgrarris thnough a retaifer interface, 

19 (orlgmal). The mathocl accbrding to claim 1 1 wherein th^ preferential one of the 
avallabie programs is associated with one or more CGrresponcJing Unanclal products 
for which a f i n a ncia I application is electronlcaHy adcesslbte, 

20 (original). The method according to eiaim 1 i whemin the transferring comprises 
formatting at least one of the background data and the incentive programi data ^nto a 
standard file fbmiat capable of lnterpre{atton by the financial screening process, 

21 (previously presented). A data processing system for faoilM^ m incentive 
program , the system oarnprising: 

a program management module for estaofishirlg a Hbrary of availabie 
inoeritive prt^rams for a producer and for gathering background data on at ieast one 
of the pr<xluoers and operatrons of the producer, for agrioiitural 'mpui products 
tergeted to producers of agncufluraf prodyots, theJibmfy stored in a data storage 
device associated wih the data procesBing system, the available incentive programs 
seiected, by a retailer with a retai! level of access, from a comprehensjve list of 
if^centlve programs through the discretion of a particular retailer servicing the 
pmdumr based on retailer preferences comprising a geographic region that the 
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retailer services, historic saias, or a supplier relatbnship with one or mom syppyers 
of the incentive programs, th^ refBiler level of access being different irom a producer 
tevelof access to the data processing system by tfie produoers ^ the particular retaiter 
controllirig the ieval of access of the producers to the data processing systerh to 
support llm^tmg accessible information to the producers to th^ selected available 
incentive program^; 

a search engme for searching the library of avallabJe Incentive programs 
based upon the gathered backgrouoci data on the particuiar producer or the 
producer's operations to select a candidate Hst of candidate Incentive programs from 
the library of available incentive programs; 

a seieclor for supporting selection of preferential one of the candidate 
inpentive progmms for a finan cia i app fication ; and 

a transferring agent for transferring the gattiered background Information and 
selected preferential incentive program from a program manager for the incentive 
programs to a financial screenihg process of a financial screehing system of the data 
processing system to reduce or eliminate duplicative reentry of the background data 
appilda&te to the mpentive programs and the financial screening process associated 
with finaricing the products, where an application data capture module populates an 
application for the financial product based on the gathered background data, 

22 (original). The system according lo ofaim 21 further comprising a first data 
storage device for stonng the gathered background data and selected program data 
associated wth the preferentiarone; the transfernng agent sending at least one of 
selected progfam data and bacl^round data from the fmt data storage device to a 
flnanciar screening system. 

23 loriginal); The system according to elaim 21 ferther comprising a user 
adminrstratioh module for administering the avaiiabie incentive programs and 
flnanoing aotMfies fer one or mom users by allowing a retailer to d#ine any of the 
fGllow^ng: a user profile fer a user of iaie finaiidai processing system, a retaiier 
profife, and a producer profile. 

24 (onginal). The system according to cteim 21 further comprising a security module 
for providing the producer with access to one or more resources of the system after 
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receiving a produoer (denOfier, a correapondmg producer identffier password, a 
retalfer identifier, and a correspondrng retailer identifier password, 

25 (prevrously pr^ented). The system according to claim 21 wherein the progmm 
manager comprises a crop plannlhg Irrt^rface for isupportirig tha transfer of crop 
planning data, origlnatecl by a crop planr^er, to tihe program management moduie. 

28 (angina!). The system acconqfing to claim 25 whereto the crop planning data may 
include pn# or tnotB of the felfqwing : a crop plan , background prody cer data, 
demographic data, a l?st of applicable agronornic inpyts and corresponding 
quantittes, a ilst of agncultura^ input products aod oorrBspondIng quantities, a 
chemicaf treatment plan or regimen, a growing practices p\m or regimen, a seed 
identifier, a seed quantity, an insecticide identifier, an insecticide <|uantiiy, a pesticide 
Identifier, a fertllteer identifier, arrd a fertilizer c|uantity. 

27 (previously presented). The system according to claim 1 wherein the searching 
further £X)mprises returning the taltored iist of the candidate Incentive programs and 
pGtantlaHy relevant incentive prGgrams even If a submitted crop plan or query faHs to 
satisfy a mlnlniiim purchase dr mlr^imum transaction requirement, 

28 (previoysty presented). The method accordog to claim 1 further comprising the 
particular retailer limiting the incemlva programs to certain providers among the 
suppyers. 

29 (previously presented)> The method according to claim 1 1 further corhprissr^g the 
partlcyiar retainer limiting the incentive progmms to certa^^^^ providers among the 
suppliers, 

30 (previous^ presehted). The system aqcordlhg td claim 21 ftirther cdrnprising the 
particular retailer limiting tlie incentive programs to certain providers among the 
suppliers^ 

31 (previously presented). The method according to claim 1 wherein the transferring 
comprises transfernng/ with in the data processing system, the orop planning 
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and the mcent^ve program data on the prefarent^ai one from th0 program manager 
to, the financial screening process of, the Unape^a! screening system after suco8$sfu1 
autheniieai^on of a user Identifier and a corresponding password. 

32 (previously presented). The method acoordirtg to ctaim 1 1 wherein the 
transferring comprises tmnsfenrbg, within the data processing system, the gathered 
background data and the Beieoted inoen^ program de^ frorfs the program 
manager to > the fifiandal screening process of, the finanolaf screening system, after 
sucjoesgfol latherHtcetton of a y ser identifier and a ogrre^poridlng pamwor^, 

33 {currently amended). The system according to claim 21 wherein the transferring 
agent arranged to tmnsfer withio the data processing system, the gathered 
backgroynd information and selected preferential incentive program from a S}e 
program manager to, the finanoial screening process of > the financial screening 
system after suqcessfu! authentic of a u^er identifier and a oorrasponding 
password. 
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